Will the Washington host Sndorse Clinton? 8/23/92 

For some tine Gerry i-chnight has believed “hat the host will endorse Clinton. I had 
not given that any thought until he expressed his belief. The attached lead editorial in 
today's issue can be interpreted as leading into such ail endorsement, This is true also 
of another recent Post editorial of which I distributed sorae copies. 

In thinking of this and wondering whether the Post is preparing to make the endorse- 
ment, I was reminded that with the Watergate scandal it set a limited objective for itself. 
It did not want iSoxiiin impeached. It just wanted him out. I know that in its excellent 
reporting it would go so far and not a step father because I also was working on tiiat and 
know what facts and leads 1 gave both Bernstein and Woodward that they did not use. 

The Post failed in its obligations beginning with the earliest days of the Reagan 
administration in not reporting what it could and should have reported and in not having 
the explanatory articles indicated. 

It lias yet to inform its reader# of the big GO? lie beginningnwith Heagan and used 
just yesteroay by Bush, that the -democrats are the big spend-and-spenders and tax-and- 
taxers when in fact the expenditures legislated are approximately the sums requested in t 
the fteagan and Bush budgets. There are other similar examples. 

1 think this may be the Post 1 s reason, or one of them, if it is building up to an 
endorsement of Clinton, for believing that it has to buiM toward that change in policy 
and to provide a basis for it. 

One possible explanation for Bush' s selection of Wuayle as his running mate is tiiat 
with tiuayle shch a dummie he is insurance against inpeachcent. 

Not many would want him to ^0 President. 

,Qne of the Hxssxmeans the Sost has for leading Its readers toward their endorsement 
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of Pa sh, if that is the path it will take, is to expose the indecency, the mendacity, the 
unfairness of the Bushwackers. 

and increasingly that it the Way the Post's editorials have been going. Today's 
editorial, for example, knd there are articles I did not copy that ,»whil9 rather general 
and of possible applicability to both candidates, on balance they shoe the GOP is very 
dishonest snd unfair. 

If there is such an endorsement £ believe it will not be a ringing one or one that 
is really intended to get the voters out. a less-evil efcdorsemen3 is I think more likely. 

Ceorge Will's column in today's paper is a conservative criticism of Bush and his cam- 
paign. There has been more of this and It all makes it easier for the Post to oppose Bush's 
axd reelection and not to appear to be at all radical in doing so. 



